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tribunician periods in less than one year. Eckhel
accepts the evidence of the coins as it stands, supporting
it by the supposed example of the double TR. POT. in
192. This example, however, is no longer valid, for the
few coins with TR. P. xvm. are now attributed to the
period December 10 to December 31, 192, the beginning
of a fresh tribunician year. Eckhel was led astray, as
was Cohen also, by the idea that the tribunician year
coincided with the consular. On the other side, we have
Klebs' Prosopograpliia (s.v." Commodus "), which cuts the
knot by rejecting the coins as inaccurate, and dating
the first TR. POT. November 27 to December 9, 176, in
defiance not only of the coins but also of the Life. I
do not quite know what Klebs means by the " inaccuracy "
of the coins. Surely the coinage is, under a settled
government, the most authoritative document we could
wish for. It is primary, other sources secondary.
Slommsen47 attempts a solution which allows due weight
to both sources of evidence. He supposes that Capi-
tolinus is right in dating the beginning of the imperium
only on November 27, 176, and that of the tribunician
power early in 177. Consequently the first tribunician
period would be regarded as extending from (say)
January, 177, to December 9, 177. But soon November
27, 176, came to be recognized (somewhat as in the case
of Vespasian) as the dies imperii in the full sense, and
in consequence the first year of tribunician power would
end on December 9, 176, and the remaining portion of
176/7 would become TR. PP li. This hypothesis still
leaves open the question why the title IMP. does not
appear on the coins until 177. I do not see how the

47 Staatsrecht (Aufl. 3), II. p. SOI2 (p. 7573 in original edition, 1875).